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Saptember 14, 011

Rokert Larsen

Culiforila Reglons] Water Quality Control Boars, Lahowtan ﬁaﬁm
2504 Lake Taboe Blvd.

South Lake Tahos, CAS5150

Ra: Conmwnents on the Tentative Updated Waste Discharge Requirements/Naticnal Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System [NPDES) Permit.

Draar i, Larssn:

Pleasz consider the foilowing eomments for the development of the waste discharge requirements and
MPDES pevenit {Parmit for B Darada County, Placer County siad the Dity of South Lake Tshoe. The first
fist of oomments | put together and the second list is cormments from the City Stormwatar Coordinator
{Robert Edich). There may slse be additens] comments coming from the City Attormey's office ina
seggrate letler, -

i Dirsstor of Deselapment Services commeints:

i 1. Seciion D4 {pege 6 Whers votar approvel of servics dharges, fess or sssessments s PHEBERRHTY
and B prarsuwad by & pormitess sod not appraved by votees, this cessening is nat e velld
ENgUIENT BEainG the Peemit not comstiuting sn wifurdsd kel government mandats,

. 2 Fection EF (page 10k Pleass clarily, “efloris i eliminste tie ineresesd logdy fram these land
distribuiing setbvitizs will nat be sountar towsrds echiaving annual lasd reduction
requirsments.” Dres this nduds implermantation of the Stommesater Mansgarment Plan
Conmtruction Camponant? Eiforis to implament the SWHIP showld ke abla ts b oounted i

{ achieving logd reduetion requirements,

! 3, Saction IL.AL: What wil ke the mechanism to determine compliance with @nﬁ:ﬁmﬁn@ “the

necessary lzgal authority bo prohibit... 7

CSLT D1: Other California municipalities (including the City of Santa Cruz,
Santa Monica, etc.) have successfully levied fees and/or assessments to
support storm water program implementation through voter-approved
measures. If, following permit adoption, the City wishes to pursue unfunded
mandate claims it may do so with the Commission on State Mandates.

CSLT D2: In accordance with the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan
Region (Basin Plan), as amended, the Permittees shall not allow any increase
in pollutant loading from their jurisdictions. The draft permit acknowledges
that development, redevelopment, and other land disturbing activities have
the potential to increase pollutant loads above the calculated baseline.
Mitigation measures taken to prevent pollutant loads from increasing above
baseline conditions do nothing to reduce baseline pollutant loads. The
referenced permit language ensures that actions taken to mitigate load
increases are not counted as pollutant load reductions. Efforts taken to
ensure construction projects do not increase pollutant loads, for example, are
not considered load reduction activities.

4

AN

7 CSLT D3: Permittees must establish, through legal ordinance or other means,
the legal authority to prohibit the discharges listed in permit Section IIl.A.1.
Water Board staff will review each Permittee’s Legal Authority submittal to
determine whether it has met legal authority requirements described in the
draft permit.

£, Sectien [l.8.1.5: *..sach Permites shall inspect al a minimum, each high pr’.}awrﬂy construction
site ence per week” is too prescrintive, The requirement far inspection frequency should ke
determined in the development of the SWIP. (nspections may ke regulred mure ar less
fraquently depending wn the project pﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁ@n and stage of congtruction. Same comment far

. Attachment € Section il

5. Section 1.B.2.2: The focus of residential source Wentfication snd prioritzstion should be on ¢
uethoities rather than avess. Thess actisiiles could soour in different residential sess at amy
s, ) )

6 Sertion HLB.3.a “Esch permittee shall Inspec its storm wister collzction, comewenes ond
et facillties o least onee annuslly..” Istoo prescriptie. Freuency of inspections shosld

Fag 1576
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CSLT D4: The draft permit provides the Permittees broad latitude to establish
construction site priorities based on level of disturbance, project location, and
other factors. Permittees may change those priorities during various
construction phases. The requirement to inspect high priority sites on a
weekly basis during the active construction season is reasonable and
Sconsistent with other municipal stormwater permits throughout the state.

CSLT D5: The residential source identification component requires the
Permittees to evaluate pollutant source activities and areas. Although various
actions may occur at any place, there are known residential areas that may be
directly connected, hydraulically, to the Lake or other surface waters and the
Permittees should identify these “hot spots” for residential pollutant
problems to which the Permittees can then target their outreach, education,
and enforcement programs.
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September 14, 2000

Rahert Larsen

Califarnia Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region
2501 Lake Tahos Bhed.

South Laka Tahos, C4 96150

Re:  Comments on the Tentative Updated Waste Discharge Requirements/National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination Systern (NPDES] Permit.

Diear Mr, Larsen:

Please consider the fallowing comments for the development of the waste discherge requirements and
WPDES prermit (Permit] for Bl Dorado County, Placer County and the City of Sauth Lake Tahoe, The first
list o comprents { put tegether and the second Hist i comniments foom the City Stormueter Soordinstor
{Ralbert Bdich]. Thers msy alse he additonal camments corming from the City Attorney's officeina
soparate ﬂﬁﬁt&#

Dirertor of Developrient Sendces comments:
1. Section 4 {page 6): Where voter approval of service charges, fees or assessments is necessary

and Is pursuad by 3 permittee and not approved by vaters, this reasoning is not a valld
argument against the Permit not constituting an unfunded local government mandate.

2. SectionF.7 {page 10): Please clarify, “afforts to elfminate the increased loads from thess land
distribiuting artivities will nnt be counted towards achisving znnual load reduction
requirements.” Dogs this include implementation of the Stormwater Managemant Plan
Construction Component? Effor:s to implement the SWMP should be able to be counted in
achieving load reduction requirernents.

3, Section [LA.L; What will be the mechanism to determine mmpﬁamﬁe with enforcing “the
necessary legal authority to prohibit... ?” )

4. Section ill.B.1.b: “...each Permitee shall inspect at @ minimum, each high priority construction
site once per week” is too prescriptive. The requirement far inspection frequency should he
determined in the development of the SWRIE Inspections may be required more or sss
fraquently depending on the project prieritization aud stage of tonstruction. Same semment for

) Attachment , Saction I

5, Sactien 1L.B.2.c: The focus of residentisl source identification and privritizstion should be on the
acifvities rather than arsas. Thess activities could ocour in diferant residential arees ot any
tima.

6. Section MIl.8.3.; “Bach permitiee shall inspect fis storm water collection, conveysnes and
trestiment facllities at least once annualiy...” lston prescriptiva. Fretuency of inspactions should

Page 106
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CSLT D6: The requirement to inspect stormwater collection, conveyance, and
treatment facilities at least once annually is needed to ensure the
infrastructure is functioning as designed and does or does not need annual
maintenance. The draft permit has been revised to broaden the inspection
requirement to storm water “systems” rather than individual facilities to
allow the Permittees to prioritize inspection efforts.
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be determined in the development of the SWMP. Inspections may be reguired mare or less
frequently depending on the type of facility and prioritization. Same comment for Attachment
Sechion 1. .

Section N.C: | can vnderstand the nesd b report an SWAP Implemeotation sxpenditures =
viar but e conplete fiscal anysis amisally will be costly. A fiseal @MI@:&E& Hhst includes the
projeckad anrual cost of full implomernistion ence the SRR s approved is apprapriste, ‘&y

S

7

weh

s the imefranie for the fiscal analyals? Within 1 year of SWIMP approval?

" Bectlon (1LC: The Permit ealls for the SWRP fiscal analysis component o desaribe ﬁuﬂd@ﬁé}

sources for implementation, what if funds are not avsilable?

Section [V.A: The methodologies for developing jurisdiction specific pollutart lad allocsttons

are still in development and a mechanism to address modifications to this Permit based on

future study need to be in place. For example, the assumptions, extrapolations, and potential

Inaccuracies that result from the current method of using individual PLRM modeling for

Jurisdictional scale pollutant loading make it very likely that better science and methadologies

will be developed to make ths jurlsdictidnal poliutant lsed allscations more acurate.

additizn, the method to aceaunt for catchment connectivity in the pollutant lued estimates are
still bafrog aliszussed and recent studies hivs shown fine sediment particles may not be th
primary cawse of Lake clarity degradation. It is imperative that a prosess Is i place to facilitate
adjusiments ta the pollutant load baselines and/or slloestions that doss ned creats sdditons)
cost or losal jursdicifon =it thme burdens, Pleass clarffy the procedure for submiting 8 request
aridl receldng approval fur madifying the baseline poliutant load estimate and indwds the alllity

i recquest modifications o the basiewids snd jurisdictional waste lowd allpestions,

Section NI In the first paregraph descoribing new development or re-developrient, pleass

elarifyy the sreterment, “sfarts to eliminate the ncreased lowds from thess land-disturking

acthyitios el ot be counted towards the anius] losd reduction requirsments” It isa primary
gl of the City of South Lake Tahos and the Tahoe Raglonal Planning Agency to improve vmter
quality threugh “environmental redevelopment.” (n the July 20, 2011 staff report to the TRPA

Governing Board on the revised Regional Plan Update scope, envirenmental redevelopment is

described as, “a set of strategles to {a) promcte relocation of existing development off of

senisitive lands and inte compeet town tentars consistant with the mocepts of California’s 508

mardaie; amd bj accelerate the rebeilding of exlsting develupmant to incorparate shria-ofths-

art environrmienial siandards and best mectioes.” In an glrsady develpped urban ares wiers the
lack of modern infrastructurs and deteriorating buil envinonrent sianificantly cordributes 1w
polfutait runcff, redevelopmant is the key to maesting pollusit losd reduction regquiraments as
well as oiher enviranmental thresholds. [t appears that this Permit discourages relrmesiment
infio exlisting devaloped areas by not allowing those efforts T b counted toward pollutant losd) -
reduckion regulrements, ’

11, Attachiment €, Section B There should net be & deadline for submitting s proposal fo vse an
abternative assessment mathod. New and more acourate sdence and methodologies could he
developed st any time during the parmit tern and should be shle 1o be congidered,

12. Wheat are the funding resources available to local jurisdictions to complete the preparation of
ordinances, a Poliutant Load Reduction Plan, an Amended Stormwater Management Plan, a

&

»

1.
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CSLT D7: Each Permittee must annually assess the cost of stormwater
7 program implementation and secure the resources necessary to meet permit
requirements.

CSLT D8: See response to comment CSLT D7 above.

CSLT D9: The draft permit has been revised to more clearly allow the

1 permittees to propose changes to the baseline pollutant load values should

new information become available.

CSLT D10: See response to CSLT D2 above. The language is meant to clarify
that credit will not be given for efforts to handle the increased storm water
and pollutant loads created by the development or redevelopment. However,
if a development, redevelopment, or other infrastructure project can
demonstrate pollutant load reductions beyond the baseline load condition,
then such projects may be counted toward meeting a Permittee’s load
reduction requirements. The draft permit encourages the Permittees to
partner with each other and the private sector to achieve efficient and
effective water quality improvement.

CSLT D11: The draft Permit has been revised to eliminate the deadline for
submitting proposals for alternative condition assessment methods.

CSLT D12: The Permittees are responsible for assessing program costs and
securing resources necessary to meet permit requirements. Although it is not
the Water Board’s responsibility to provide funding, the Water Board will
encourage and support efforts to continue and enhance State and Federal
funding.

!
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Pollutant Load Reduction Report, a Stormwater Monitoring Plan, Progress Report and
registering catchment credit schedules by March 20137 These study and reporting
reguirements will be costly as will implementation.

13, Wil there bieu basin-wide stratagy fov water guality meniboring fo ensure consistency and
redure coste?

Etorarsestar Doordingtor eemmenis:

1. P1lcoverletter. When is LCCPH v.1.0 due out. Is there time to review? N}

Tentative Updated Parmit

2. Permit-Findings F.5 P.9: The jurisdictiues have sxprassed concems that the tme sllottad to
cewnplete the September 2011 baseling jurisdictional [nad estimates was not sufficient to allow the
Jwrisdictions to finalize 2 load estimate that included 2 factors such as connectivity, While the permi
intends to use these baseline luad estimates for justsdictions specific pollutant [sad allocations, the
precess to allow changes o the baseiing lvad estimate needs 1o be readily avallable to parmitess, (i
is briefly rientioned in (v.A. P, 19}

CSLT D13: The Regional Storm Water Monitoring Program (RSWMP) was

/;7 established to ensure monitoring consistency. The draft permit requires the

Permittees to use RSWMP monitoring protocols and provides incentives for
Permittees to work together to more efficiently meet monitoring program
goals.

| CSLT S1: The updated Lake Clarity Crediting Program Handbook is available
for review on the Water Board website:
www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/water issues/programs/tmdl/lake tahoe/do
cs/lccp handbook.pdf

CSLT S2: The draft permit has been revised to more clearly allow the
= Permittees to propose changes to the baseline pollutant load values should
new information become available.

3. LBPAL: -typo—in its {for i its) 4‘/’

4. NlAZa Pid Conbrol through interagency agreement... Doss tis spsly to onby the 3 p@rﬁmwaﬁk

-

eovared by this pemit, or alse Calivans, Can vou provids any examples of such agreemenis betwean
i g Caktrar

B

5. LB, F. 15: SWHP - amendment due 3/15/2013 — OK. 2012 would be too early. \

& ULB.Z.b, d P16-17 : Commercial and Industrial sie inspection, outreach and enforcement and
r@gfd@ﬁﬁiﬂﬂ oulreach and enfarcement are required by 37152013 under a permit sseiion imvoking \
FWIAP updatss. Thess requirements indude enformament of ardinancss to maintein comgliance

Wit permiit, these sre not in plega, ysauild #is be a violstion far net enrmipling with peroit
renuiranieits (as detailed in the WP, or could the SWHY ke amended, ientifdng s Wifferant

e schadule, to avoid petentisl enforcement aclion.

7 B 3al 17: Requirerient fo inspect all Tacilithes anmally mey not be neaded: City has »1500
segiment traps which currently ane et gheen enwch eredls In reducing fine sedire losds, Savars|
years of inspections indicate thit many of the sediment traps don't need yearly malntenance.
Amount of time to inspect all facilities as well as meet the requirements in the MRP for Condition
Agsessmeit s likely to be a difficult burden for permitees to meet. Consider allowing variances or
exemptions o inspect all facilities annually.

£ NiR3cP 18: New reguirement for permitees to perform nezded misinbenance after

“prioritization. Hovw will compliznes be determined? Shoulki se divert resources from m’;ﬁ%\
Yesel )

mainfenance to maintain BRIPs it non-registered, net-critheal catchmes? The section may

Page3of &

2 CSLT S3: Correction made.

7 CSLT S4: The Permittees may enter into inter-agency agreements with any
entity it chooses to control pollutant discharges into their collection,
conveyance, and treatment facilities. Water Board staff do not have any
readily available examples for such agreements.

® CSLT S5: Correction made. The date for submitting a certification of legal
authority has been proposed at March 15, 2013.

N CSLT $6: As referenced above, the draft permit requires the Permittees to
establish legal authority to implement permit requirements by March 15,
2013. Failure to do so will be considered a violation of the permit and subject
to enforcement action. A Permittee cannot change a permit condition by
modifying its SWMP.

W CSLT S7: The requirement to inspect stormwater collection, conveyance, and
treatment facilities has been edited to reference “systems” rather than
“facilities” to provide the Permittees flexibility to target inspection efforts on

a catchments. or subwatershed scale.

CSLT S8: Permittees must maintain all collection, conveyance, and treatment
infrastructure to ensure that pollutant loads do not increase above the
baseline condition. The requirement to maintain all facilities is consistent with
the previous permit (this is not a “new” requirement ) and other municipal
stormwater permits throughout the state. The permit does not require a
Permittee to “divert resources” from other critical maintenance needs.
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munies to give these facilites lower pricrities sz the only way to avold & requirement to perfarm
maintenance City already inspects and maintains facilities to alieviate drainage lssues.

4

. IV A. PLR-Baseline Pollutant Loads F. 19: Aflows a permites to submit a request to Water Board

7 CSLT S9: The draft permit has been revised to more clearly allow the

Permittees to propose changes to the baseline pollutant load values should
new information become available.

to amend its basaline Inad estimate. Cie in ketter, and state that serious consideration of thesa

permitess’ requests by the WB would be expected.

&7
2. I C.1 PLRP=Caichment registration schedule P. 20: .8 list of catchiments liksly to be reglstered..
Uniclear abowt paried - add “through the term of this permit®, f the inbent 12 to provids 5 schaduie

7 CSLT S10: The draft permit has been edited to clarify that the Pollutant Load

Reduction Planning requirement to provide a schedule of catchments likely to
be registered applies to this permit term only.

of catchments beyond 2018, this may be difficult to predict az of 2013,

11. W.C. 3, Pollutant load reduction estimates P 21: .. or a representative catchment subset.. Tha/‘
intent presumabiy is to allow multi-catchment maasures .., modified shrasives, be credited
without having 1o provide the same level of detail about each catchment. Add additional language

> CSLT S11: There is no mechanism within the Lake Clarity Crediting Program to

award credit for jurisdiction-wide measures. Permittees must register each
catchment where the Permittee expects to be awarded credit.

to conflrm/elarify this point,

12. W.CA. Lead Reduciion Schedule, P 20: PLRP includes sohesdubs, IF the City dossn's m@m-m@k
sehedule, will enfarcement be for nut following PLEP, or for not mesting PLR Remquirements in IV.B,
it permitses fall behind, should they revise the 2013 scheduyls?

12. 1.0 Development impacts. P 21: Consider sdditional language regarding the scale of npaces
wehicit require this asseesrment. Also see MRP Section [V A. P 12413, which requires permitess to Gt
development and redevelopment projecis, with a confirmation that changes in pollutant loading be
documented by registering the catchment. Does this mean that permitees must register all
catchments with new development or redevelopment projects? Consider modifying this to only *
require registration for catchments where permitees have used the Findings F.6 clause regarding
“dacument coordination ..to deranstrate that stormwater ireatment facilities tresting private
property are sufficient..” :

> CSLT S12: Compliance with pollutant load reduction requirements will be
assessed at the end of the permit term, and the Water Board will exercise its
enforcement discretion for those Permittees that fail to meet the established
requirements. Although the schedule proposed in the Pollutant Load
Reduction Plan may be subject to change if necessary, the Permittees will be
expected to demonstrate progress by implementing their plans.

CSLT S13: The draft permit has been edited to require Permittees to conduct
a single assessment at the end of the Permit term to determine if
development or other land uses changes have caused pollutant loading to
increase beyond baseline levels.

14. V. E Pollutant Load Reductlon Progress. P 22: Report reguired by March 15, 2013, documenting
projects completed between 2004 and 2001 and pollutant load reduction estimates for actlons up io A
Dct 15, 2014, Thisis a raasmna\ble date for this report.

4 CSLT S15: The draft permit has been edited with “estimated” inserted before
“pollutant load reductions”.

Attachment C. Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP)

\

15. LA PLR Monitoring Requirements —-LCCP: 5th sentence — Add “estimated” before “pollutant loa
reductions”

18. LCP 3. Crediting Pragram Hendbsoke: Wil permitess have sdequate time to rewiew LOTP
Hardlaak versian 1.0 prier to adeption of this permie? Wil furthar updstes to L0CF be allowed? IF
50, would updates need to be approved either by WB Executive Officer or Board?¥ If so, consider use

7 CSLT S16: See response to comment CSLT S1 above. Water Board staff do not
anticipate the need to make substantive changes to the Lake Clarity Crediting
Program Handbook during this permit term. However, if the need to change
the Handbook does arise, the Permit can be updated accordingly. The nature
and extent of future Handbook changes would determine whether the Permit
can be updated under the Executive Officer’s authority or whether the Water

of “as amended from time to time” language 1o allow updates,

17. 1. Condition Assessmerts P.4: Permitees are concerned that the workload ta complete
congition assessments as well as inspecting s!l facilifies may be difficult o complste given current

Fape 4 of &

Board must consider the update.
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local governiment budgst problems. If permitzes chooss o develop alternate sssessiment methods,
they would still nzed to do the LOCP Handbook, the BMP and Road RaMs while seeking approval
alternate assessment methods. The Water Board shauld consider the value gained from the both
the candition assessments and the annual inspection of all faclivies, and work with Penmitass to

mindify Permit requiremanis to reduce the Inspeetion worklosd currerntly reguired in this Pa

1B. 1.F. Condition Assessment Method Atbernatives P.5¢ The March 15, 2012 deadiine to subwm
alternatives to BMP and Road RAMS does not provide sufficient tirme. Consdder removing the
deadline en submitting Condition Sssemsmant Method Aliernatives. Though the March 15, 2012
deaciing did not require all fechnical information, the ressons for reguiving identification of
altermiatives within four months of permit adoptisn are not clear. Permitess may be husy working o
mset gthier permnit reguirerments during thiz perlod, and may not have time to devalop sltermaiie
miethods during thess four months,

15, LA, Stormwater Facilities lnspactions P. 5 Remove the requirements to conduct, faciliies
inspections only between May and September. The Tty has performed some inspections before
May and some after September, The MRP does not vequire annual inspections of all facilides within
registered catchiments, since condition assessmeants will inspect the relevant facilities in these
catchments. The same language limiting the Inspection reguirernent should be used in Permit

- Section I1.B.3 P 17. Alsa, check for conslstency between Permit and MRP on whether parforming
needed maintenance is required. This updated permit appears to reguire maintenance {Permit
Section ILB.3 ¢. F 18}, while the MRP just requires detailed inspection and reporting, but does not
require maintenance to be performed.

210 A2, P8 Catchment Seale Runoff ¥ Manltoring — Continuous Flows Data: Are the ssssong
{Dec-May, and June-fov) consistent with seasors reported in the State of the Lake repert? It is lkely
that dus to equipment problams or icng, thers may be data gaps. Conslder langusge that the
Permifars should explain any deta gaps, but would not be facing enforcerment for solely for having

some dita gps.

21. A, 5 Continuaus Turbidity Messurements. P.R: Most catchmeant outfslls are ephemaral. It mag»(
e diffloult to sbiais reliable continuous turbidity measuremerts under these conditions. Haz thare
been much sucesss In obtainiig cominueus turbidity measuremenss st ephemeral outfalls in the
Tahoe Basing Are the continueus tuebidity measurements pratocols described In REWRP? Even
though permitess will sample T55 less fragquently than turbidity, it may be useful to atempt 1o
relate FSF manpentration with T3S, and to stbempt to develop & rating curve. This work sauld ba
dee by Water Board staff or by the Permitees.

22, .52 - BMP Effectivensss Morltaring P 8: Typoe — “reasonable methied o slain®, WMoty
inflews and cunflow velume ray be useful o repert.

23, L.B.7 Poliutant or hydislogic soures comtral BRIPs P U0: Permibess may be Interested n
assessing the poliutant loed reduction vabue of sediment raps. Howeser, this seetion lmits the
spproaches to estimating runoff wolume eliminated and the number of particles efiminated per unit

CSLT S18: See response CSLT S7 above.

CSLT S19: The draft permit has been edited to remove the deadline for
submitting alternative condition assessment methods. Permittees may
propose alternative methods any time during the permit term.

CSLT S20: The draft permit requires Permittees to inspect stormwater
facilities following spring snow melt and prior to the onset of fall rain and
snow storms to allow for maintenance, as needed, to be performed. Text has
been added to the draft permit to clarify this point. The general requirement
to inspect all stormwater facilities is independent of the Lake Clarity Crediting
Program and associated condition assessment requirements, thus the permit
requirements for these differing inspection elements are distinct. The permit
requires that facilities be maintained, and the facility inspection component
reflects this requirement.

CSLT S21: There are no stated seasonal periods in the State of the Lake
Report. By defining “seasons” with the monitoring program, Permittees will
be able to evaluate data from “dry” and “wet” periods of the year. The
Permittees are to provide specific monitoring program details to meet permit
requirements. Given the variability of stormwater discharges, and the
referenced challenges with freezing temperatures, some gaps in continuous
data measurement are expected.

CSLT S22: Stormwater monitoring practitioners in the Lake Tahoe basin have
developed successful methods for continuously monitoring turbidity.
Although these protocols are not explicitly described in the RSWMP sampling
protocols, the information is readily shared among Permittees and their
consultants. Should the Permittees wish to explore methods to link total
suspended sediment to fine sediment particles, they may do so and the
Water Board will consider using statistically valid correlation information.
However, at this time permit requirements will remain focused on linking
cost-effective turbidity measurements to fine sediment particle
concentration.

CSLT S23: The typographical error has been corrected. Should Permittees
wish to report monthly inflow and outflow volume, they may do so. However,
permit requirements will remain focused on seasonal (i.e. wet/dry) reporting.
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local governiment budgst problems. If permitzes chooss o develop alternate sssessiment methods,
thiey would still ne2ed to do the LOCP Handbook, the BMP and Road RAMs while seeking approval for
alternate assessment methods. The Water Board shauld consider the value gained from the both
the candition assessments and the annual inspection of all faclivies, and work with Penmitass to
mindify Permit requiramanis to reduce the Inspeetion worklosd currently required in this Parmit.

1B. I.F. Condition Assessment Method Alberatives P.5: The March 15, 2012 deadline to subinie
alternatives to BMP and Road RAMS does not provide sufficient tirme. Consdder removing the
deadline en submitting Condition Sssemsmant Method Aliernatives. Though the March 15, 2012
deaciing did not require all fechnical information, the ressons for reguiving identification of
altermiatives within four months of permit adoptisn are not clear. Permitess may be husy working o
mset gthier permnit reguirerments during thiz perlod, and may not have time to devalop sltermaiie
miethods during thess four months,

15, LA, Stormwater Facilities lnspactions P. 5 Remove the requirements to conduct, faciliies
inspections only between May and September. The Tty has performed some inspections before
Ry and some after September. The MRP does not require annual inspections of all facilites within
registered catchiments, since condition assessmeants will inspect the relevant facilities in these
catchments. The same language limiting the Inspection reguirernent should be used in Permit

- Section I1.B.3 P 17. Alsa, check for conslstency between Permit and MRP on whether parforming
needed malintenance is required. This updated permit appears to require maintenance (Permit
Section ILB.3 ¢. F 18}, while the MRP just requires detailed inspection and reporting, but does not
require maintenance to be performed.

210 A2, P8 Catchment Seale Runoff ¥ Manltoring — Continuous Flows Data: Are the ssssong
{Dec-May, and June-fov) consistent with seasors reported in the State of the Lake repert? It is lkely
that dus to equipment problams or icng, thers may be data gaps. Conslder langusge that the
Permifars should explain any deta gaps, but would not be facing enforcerment for solely for having
sorme data gaps. '

21. IITA. 5 Continuaus Turbidity MMeasurements. P.R: Most catchmeant ooifells are ephemeral. It may
b eftFfoLl T osbain relisble continuous turbidity messurements under these conditions. Has there
been much sucesss In obtainiig cominueus turbidity measuremenss st ephemeral outfalls in the
Tahoe Basing Are the continueus tuebidity measurements pratocols described In REWRP? Even
though permitess will sample T55 less fragquently than turbidity, it may be useful to atempt 1o
relate FSF manpentration with T3S, and to stbempt to develop & rating curve. This work sauld ba
dee by Water Board staff or by the Permitees.

22, .52 - BMP Effectivensss Morltaring P 8: Typoe — “reasonable methied o slain®, WMomthly
inflews and cunflow velume ray be useful o repert.

23, IL.B.7 Pollutant or ydrglagic sourss cordral BRPs P 10: Permibees may be [iterssted fn
assessing the poliutant loed reduction vabue of sediment raps. Howeser, this seetion lmits the
spproaches to estimating runoff wolume eliminated and the number of particles efiminated per unit
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CSLT S24: The monitoring requirements emphasize methods to assess and
report reductions in either stormwater volume or fine sediment particle
concentrations. If a given practice is unable to reduce volume or eliminate

7] fine sediment particles, then it is unlikely that such practice is worth

monitoring (or implementing). Monitoring data for sediment traps indicates
that, although useful for collecting runoff and providing pre-treatment, they
do not effectively reduce stormwater volumes or remove the pollutants of
concern. However, the Water Board will consider any new data that
demonstrates the effectiveness of these systems for reducing pollutant loads.




Comments | Response
area. Bllow other metrics for assessing BMP effectiveness that may be mare relevant for sediment .
fraps. : CSLT S24: Permittees may choose to use the CEDEN database or other

24, LG, 3 Monitoring Date Management. P 112 1s the regional data carder reentismed in the /

sacond paragraph the ane at CEOEM, er dees this refer to other regional dats centers, sg, TIMST §
ik risfiesrring be CEDEN, what happens IF the gther ragional data centers s0s not operating?

25, J¥ annugl Reporting Requiterments P 12: When fs the ficst nnusl Repost dus, Warch 2013, or
Warch 20137

26. RLE.12 BW Manioring Bepart: Tyes — °A discussion of lessons leaned” /

27. tGeneral Comment: The mast recent State of the Lake Report indicates that carity is worse in
the surnmmer than in the winter, Urban loads are presumabily higher In the winter/spring than in
surnmer/fall. Doss the new information about seasanal clarity trends and the change in
phytoplankion populations call into question some of the permit’s findings shout urban numalf snad
the determination that fine sediment particles s the primary poliutant of eoncer?

Wy hiave sny questions or would Tke b discuss sy of thess comments, please fieel fres t contase

T,

Sinosrely,

y” fi}f .“ ’
é,r'f' pa @ﬁﬁ’;
Hillary Hedges
Direstor of Development Sevioes

Copy: Tawy 0 Bowes, City Mansger
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regional database structures for stormwater data management.

-7 CSLT S25: The draft permit has been edited to clarify that the first annual

d

report shall be submitted on March 15, 2014.

” CSLT S26: The typographical error has been corrected.

B

A4

7 CSLT S27: The recent State of the Lake Report does not include any new
information that is contradictory to the Lake Tahoe TMDL findings or to the
findings of the draft permit. Although pollutant loading does vary by season,
the variability in Lake Tahoe’s seasonal transparency is primarily driven by the
distribution of particles as influenced by mixing processes. The optical
properties of the Lake have not changed — inorganic fine sediment particles
continue to be the primary factor influencing transparency measurements.







